. Kinematics of the process lp → l hX. Note the orientation of the azimuthal angle φ which corresponds to the convention of HERMES [9] . In Refs. [1, 2] the azimuthal angle is defined as (2π − φ).
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E-mail address: peter.schweitzer@pv.infn.it (P. Schweitzer). [7] , such recalculation results in asymmetry values about twice smaller than the experimental data. A better agreement is, however, achieved with the "optimistic" value of DELPHI
obtained from the whole available interval of polar angles 15 • < θ < 165 • in the DELPHI experiment [7] . The results of these recalculations in comparison with the HERMES data are presented in Figs. 2 and 3 which replace Figs. 3(c) and 4 of Ref. [5] .
It is interesting to note that the negative sign of the transversal contribution leads to a change of sign of asymmetries for x > 0.4. This is due to a harder behaviour of h 1 (x) with respect to h L (x) (as seen in Fig. 3(b) of Ref. [5] ). It should be noted that the prediction of A sin φ UL (x, π) = 0 at x (0.4 − 0.5) is sensitive to the approximation of favoured flavour fragmentation, which has been used in Ref. [5] . In principle one could conclude from data, how well this approximation works. However, the upper x-cut is x < 0.4 in the HERMES experiment [8, 9] . Table 1 of Ref. [5] . The numbers in Eq. (2) have an uncertainty due to the statistical and systematic error of the DELPHI result, Eq. (1), and moreover an uncertainty of around 20% due to the theoretical uncertainty of results from the chiral quark soliton model.
The new estimate of the z-dependence of the analyzing power H ⊥ 1 (z)/D 1 (z) from the z-behaviour of experimental asymmetries, using as an input the transversities from the chiral-quark soliton model [10] , is presented at Fig. 4 
